
Organizing Committee

Chuck Horowitz (Indiana)

Kees de Jager (JLAB)

Jim Lattimer (Stony Brook)

Witold Nazarewicz (UTK, ORNL)

Jorge Piekarewicz (FSU

Sponsors: Jefferson Lab, JSA

PREX is a fascinating experiment that uses parity

violation to accurately  determine the neutron

radius in 208Pb. This has broad applications to

astrophysics, nuclear structure, atomic parity non-

conservation and tests of the standard model.  The

conference will begin with introductory lectures

and we encourage new comers to attend.

For more information contact horowit@indiana.edu

Topics

Parity Violation

Theoretical descriptions of neutron-rich nuclei and

bulk matter

Laboratory measurements of neutron-rich nuclei

and bulk matter

Neutron-rich matter in Compact Stars / Astrophysics

Website: http://conferences.jlab.org/PREX

Pygmies, Giants, and Skins: Laboratory Experiments 
Informing the Equation of State  

(Amherst, October 2022)

J. Piekarewicz

Giant (Hercules) Awakes and  
Drives off the Pygmies by Lucas  
Cranach The Younger (1551) 
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Neutron Rich Matter:

from Neutron Skins to Neutron Stars
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nuclear physics experiments

Michaela Thiel
Institut für Kernphysik, Johannes Gutenberg-Universität Mainz
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G = G  + G    G0 0
Self-consistent DFT ground state

RPA: Coherent superposition of 1p-1h excitations  

= +

= +RPA RPA00 VLinear response of the DFT ground state

Covariant Density Functional Theory
Walter Kohn 

Nobel Laureate 
Chemistry 1998

Anatomy of a self-consistent Covariant DFT calculation
The Hohenberg-Kohn Theorem: The ground state energy  
can be obtained variationally: the density that minimizes  

the total energy is the exact ground state density

Empirical parameters calibrated to physical observables
Ground state properties (charge and weak charge densities) emerge 
from functional minimization
Collective excitations (e.g., electric dipole response) is the consistent 
linear response of the ground state to a small perturbation
Pros: Consistent formalism respects fundamental symmetries 
    (gauge invariance and decoupling of spurious states)

Cons: Misses important physics — such as 2p-2h excitations 
    (important contribution to the width off the resonance)

From finite nuclei to neutron stars!



The Equation of State of Neutron-Rich Matter
Two conserved charges: proton and neutron densities (no weak interactions)
Equivalently; total nucleon density and asymmetry: r and a=(N-Z)/A
Expand around nuclear equilibrium density: x=(r-r0)/3r0;   r0x0.15 fm-3  

Density dependence of symmetry energy poorly constrained!!   
“L” symmetry slope ~ pressure of pure neutron matter at saturation
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MREX @MESA will 
provide the stringent 
constraints on the EOS of 
neutron-rich matter at 
saturation density
An additional measurement 
can also constrain the entire 
baryon density of 208Pb and 
provide unique insights into 
the saturation mechanism
MREX will provide 
fundamental anchors for 
future campaigns at FRIB 
and other future exotic 
beam facilities 

The Present: PREX  
The Future: MREX 

A Compelling Science Case
Tension between PREX and other  

experimental determinations of Rskin 



PREX-2 Constraints on the  
EOS of Neutron Rich Matter

Validating the Correlation

Tension between PREX and predicted bulk properties of the symmetry 
energy at saturation density— yet “PREX error is still too large”
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Who Ordered That?

PREX-2
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No theoretical model 
that I know of can  

“comfortably” reproduce both! 
How does one break the fairly  

strong correlation between both?
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Rn − Rp for 48Ca versus Rn − Rp for 208Pb is shown in
Fig. 5. A number of models including the microscopic
coupled cluster calculations [8] are consistent with our
results, slightly underpredicting 208Pb while slightly
overpredicting 48Ca. Dispersive optical model calculations
agree well for 208Pb but substantially overpredict Rn − Rp

for 48Ca [72].
In conclusion, we have reported a new and precise

measurement of the PVES asymmetry from 48Ca and a
model-independent extraction of the difference between the
charge form factor and the weak form factor Fch − FW at
q ¼ 0.8733 fm−1. In addition, we have extracted, with a
small model dependence, the weak skin RW − Rch and the
neutron skin Rn − Rp of 48Ca and compared it to that of
208Pb. The extracted neutron skin of 48Ca (CREX) is
relatively thin compared to the prediction of most models,
while that of 208Pb (PREX) is thick, yet both are consistent
with a number of density functional models and with the
microscopic coupled cluster models [8]. This will have
implications for future energy density functional calcula-
tions and the density dependence of the symmetry energy.
The small model dependence of this result could be

further constrained with a future measurement of APV from
48Ca at an additional Q2 [73]. Experimental techniques
from this Letter, including excellent systematic control of
helicity-correlated fluctuations and demonstration of
high precision electron beam polarimetry, will inform
the design of future projects MOLLER [74] and SoLID
[75] at JLab measuring fundamental electroweak cou-
plings, as well as P2 and the 208Pb radius experimental
proposals at Mainz [76].

We thank the entire staff of JLab for their efforts to
develop and maintain the polarized beam and the exper-
imental apparatus and acknowledge the support of the U.S.
Department of Energy, the National Science Foundation,
and NSERC (Canada). We thank J. Piekarewicz, P. G.
Reinhard, and X. Roca-Maza for RPA calculations of 48Ca
excited states and J. Erler and M. Gorchtein for calculations
of γ − Z radiative corrections. This material is based upon
the work supported by the U.S. Department of Energy,
Office of Science, Office of Nuclear Physics Contract
No. DE-AC05-06OR23177.
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Electric Dipole Response

IVGDR: The quintessential  
nuclear excitation

Out-of-phase oscillation of neutrons vs protons 
      Symmetry energy acts as restoring force 
Pygmy dipole resonance a so! mode with neutron 
  rich skin oscillating against the symmetric core 
High quality data from RCNP, GSI, HIGS, … 
    On a variety of nuclei such as Pb, Sn, Ni, Ca, … 
    hopefully in the future along isotopic chains     

Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics

TOPICAL REVIEW

Neutron skins of atomic nuclei: per aspera ad astra
To cite this article: M Thiel et al 2019 J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 46 093003

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

This content was downloaded from IP address 128.186.236.209 on 13/08/2019 at 19:09



Electric Dipole Polarizability aD

A powerful electroweak complement to Rskin (g-absorption experiments) 
Correlation to symmetry energy almost as strong as in the case of Rskin 
Energy weighted sum rule largely model independent 
Inverse energy weighted sum strongly correlated to L        Important contribution from PDR  
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The Isovector Giant Dipole Resonance in 208Pb
JP et al., PRC85, 041302 (2012); Roca-Maza et al., PRC88, 024316 (2013)

IVGDR: Coherent oscillations of protons against neutrons
Nuclear symmetry energy acts as
restoring force for this mode

Energy weighted sum rule largely model independent ⇠NZ/A

Electric dipole polarizability (IEWSR) sensitive to L: ↵DJ⇠a+bL

Electric dipole polarizability a powerful complement to neutron skin
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Implication of PREX on aD

A large and representative set of EDFs validate the strong correlation between JaD and L  
 For a representative set of covariant EDFs one determine the “PREX-informed” probability distribution of aD 
The PREX-informed probability distribution is in tension with the experimental determination from RCNP 
The PREX-informed extraction systematically overestimates the experimental results (208Pb, 48Ca, 68Ni)
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Electric dipole polarizability (IEWSR) sensitive to L: ↵DJ⇠a+bL

Electric dipole polarizability a powerful complement to neutron skin
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Some Limitations of the DFT Approach

 RPA treats the continuum (escape) width correctly 
 Not so the spreading width — emerging from coupling     
to more complicated (2p-2h, …) configurations!

GDRPDR

Cross sections for !S ¼ 0 and 1 from the MDA and PT
analysis for Ex < 9 MeV are compared in Fig. 2. Within
uncertainties the correspondence between the two com-
pletely independent decomposition methods is excellent.
This puts confidence in the MDA results discussed in the
following, which provide much better resolution because
of the superior statistics compared to a double scattering
measurement of PT. In the GDR region no direct compari-
son is possible because of the unknown !S content of the
phenomenological background. However, both methods
agree that !S ¼ 1 contributions are very small.

Next we show that reliable BðE1Þ strengths can be
extracted from the ðp; p0Þ data. While the angular depen-
dence of E1 transitions is generally state dependent
because of the Coulomb-nuclear interference, cross
sections at very small angles ("lab < 1$) arise purely
from Coulomb excitation. Thus the conversion from cross
section to strength is straightforward using semiclassical
theory [28]. The BðE1Þ distribution up to 8.2 MeV is
compared in Fig. 3(a) with an average over all available
208Pbð!;!0Þ and 207Pbðn;!Þ data (Refs. [26,29–31] and
references therein). Excellent agreement is obtained up to
Sn. The excess strength in the ðp; p0Þ data above the
neutron threshold can be attributed to previously unknown
neutron decay widths of the excited 1% states, which
modify the branching ratios in the !-decay experiments
and thus the extracted BðE1Þ values. Figure 3(b) shows the
photoabsorption cross sections in the GDR region together
with results from a ð!; xnÞ [32] and a total photoabsorption

[33] experiment. Again, very satisfactory agreement of all
three measurements is observed.
Figure 4(a) displays the experimental BðE1Þ distribu-

tion. From the numerous computations of the E1 response
in 208Pb we show in Fig. 4(b) recent results from the QPM
[26], and in Fig. 4(c) the relativistic time-blocking approxi-
mation (RTBA) [34]. The QPM calculations contain up to
3-phonon configurations for Ex & 8:2 MeV and 2-phonon
configurations in the GDR region. Although the RTBA has
recently been extended to include the full set of 2-phonon
states [35], the results shown are based on a particle-hole '
phonon model space [34]. In the low-energy region, the
QPM provides a realistic description of the fragmentation,
but the overall strength is somewhat too small, while the
RTBA model space is not yet sufficient to reproduce
the fine structure, and the strength is somewhat too large.
The width of the GDR is roughly reproduced by both
models. Within the QPM the effective isovector interaction
strength is adjusted to the experimental GDR centroid at
13.4 MeV. The RTBA calculations are fully self-consistent
and the GDR centroid determined by the covariant EDF
parametrization amounts to 12.9 MeV for the NL3 parame-
ter set used [36]. Such a comparison between high-
precision data and the 3-phonon version of the QPM guides
the next generation of self-consistent extensions of the
covariant EDF. Taking into account higher-order configu-
rations, ground state correlations, and pairing vibrations
should improve agreement with the data.
Finally, as discussed above, an important quantity is

the electric dipole polarizability. We find "D ¼
18:9ð13Þ fm3=e2 for the E1 strength up to 20 MeV. By
taking an average of all available data including excitation

FIG. 3 (color online). (a) BðE1Þ strengths in 208Pb in the
region Ex ’ 4:8–8:2 MeV as deduced from the present work in
comparison with ð!;!0Þ and ðn;!Þ experiments [26,29–31].
(b) Photoabsorption cross sections in the GDR region from the
present work compared to ð!; xnÞ [32] and total photoabsorption
[33] measurements.

FIG. 4. Experimental BðE1Þ strength distribution in (a) 208Pb
in comparison to (b) QPM and (c) RTBA calculations described
in the text. Note the different scales below and above 8.2 MeV.
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Cross sections for !S ¼ 0 and 1 from the MDA and PT
analysis for Ex < 9 MeV are compared in Fig. 2. Within
uncertainties the correspondence between the two com-
pletely independent decomposition methods is excellent.
This puts confidence in the MDA results discussed in the
following, which provide much better resolution because
of the superior statistics compared to a double scattering
measurement of PT. In the GDR region no direct compari-
son is possible because of the unknown !S content of the
phenomenological background. However, both methods
agree that !S ¼ 1 contributions are very small.

Next we show that reliable BðE1Þ strengths can be
extracted from the ðp; p0Þ data. While the angular depen-
dence of E1 transitions is generally state dependent
because of the Coulomb-nuclear interference, cross
sections at very small angles ("lab < 1$) arise purely
from Coulomb excitation. Thus the conversion from cross
section to strength is straightforward using semiclassical
theory [28]. The BðE1Þ distribution up to 8.2 MeV is
compared in Fig. 3(a) with an average over all available
208Pbð!;!0Þ and 207Pbðn;!Þ data (Refs. [26,29–31] and
references therein). Excellent agreement is obtained up to
Sn. The excess strength in the ðp; p0Þ data above the
neutron threshold can be attributed to previously unknown
neutron decay widths of the excited 1% states, which
modify the branching ratios in the !-decay experiments
and thus the extracted BðE1Þ values. Figure 3(b) shows the
photoabsorption cross sections in the GDR region together
with results from a ð!; xnÞ [32] and a total photoabsorption

[33] experiment. Again, very satisfactory agreement of all
three measurements is observed.
Figure 4(a) displays the experimental BðE1Þ distribu-

tion. From the numerous computations of the E1 response
in 208Pb we show in Fig. 4(b) recent results from the QPM
[26], and in Fig. 4(c) the relativistic time-blocking approxi-
mation (RTBA) [34]. The QPM calculations contain up to
3-phonon configurations for Ex & 8:2 MeV and 2-phonon
configurations in the GDR region. Although the RTBA has
recently been extended to include the full set of 2-phonon
states [35], the results shown are based on a particle-hole '
phonon model space [34]. In the low-energy region, the
QPM provides a realistic description of the fragmentation,
but the overall strength is somewhat too small, while the
RTBA model space is not yet sufficient to reproduce
the fine structure, and the strength is somewhat too large.
The width of the GDR is roughly reproduced by both
models. Within the QPM the effective isovector interaction
strength is adjusted to the experimental GDR centroid at
13.4 MeV. The RTBA calculations are fully self-consistent
and the GDR centroid determined by the covariant EDF
parametrization amounts to 12.9 MeV for the NL3 parame-
ter set used [36]. Such a comparison between high-
precision data and the 3-phonon version of the QPM guides
the next generation of self-consistent extensions of the
covariant EDF. Taking into account higher-order configu-
rations, ground state correlations, and pairing vibrations
should improve agreement with the data.
Finally, as discussed above, an important quantity is

the electric dipole polarizability. We find "D ¼
18:9ð13Þ fm3=e2 for the E1 strength up to 20 MeV. By
taking an average of all available data including excitation

FIG. 3 (color online). (a) BðE1Þ strengths in 208Pb in the
region Ex ’ 4:8–8:2 MeV as deduced from the present work in
comparison with ð!;!0Þ and ðn;!Þ experiments [26,29–31].
(b) Photoabsorption cross sections in the GDR region from the
present work compared to ð!; xnÞ [32] and total photoabsorption
[33] measurements.

FIG. 4. Experimental BðE1Þ strength distribution in (a) 208Pb
in comparison to (b) QPM and (c) RTBA calculations described
in the text. Note the different scales below and above 8.2 MeV.
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Building Bridges/Rungs: The Nuclear  
Equation of State Ladder

Nuclear EOS Density Ladder 
The EOS ladder has “rungs” of objects with certain 

properties that let scientists confidently measure the EOS. 
Jumping to each subsequent rung relies on methods for 

measuring objects that are ever denser, the next step often 
piggybacking on the previous one.
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The Golden Era of Neutron Star Physics

Tantalizing Possibility
• Laboratory Experiments suggest large neutron radii for Pb 
• Gravitational Waves suggest small stellar radii 
• Electromagnetic Observations suggest large stellar masses 

Exciting possibility: If all are confirmed, this tension may be evidence of a 
softening/stiffening of the EOS (phase transition?)
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Neutron Stars: Unique Cosmic Laboratories
Neutron stars are the remnants of massive stellar explosions (CCSN) 
 Satisfy the TOV equations: Transition from Newtonian Gravity to Einstein Gravity 

Only Physics that the TOV equation is sensitive to: Equation of State  

Increase from 0.7 to 2 Msun transfers ownership to Nuclear Physics!

Status before GW170817 
 

Many nuclear models that account for 
the properties of !nite nuclei yield 

enormous variations in the prediction of 
neutron-star radii and maximum mass 

Only observational constraint in the 
form of two neutron stars with a mass  

in the vicinity of 2Msun 

Neutron Stars as Nuclear Physics Gold Mines
Neutron Stars are the remnants of massive stellar explosions

Are bound by gravity NOT by the strong force
Satisfy the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation (vesc/c⇠1/2)

Only Physics sensitive to: Equation of state of neutron-rich matter
EOS must span about 11 orders of magnitude in baryon density

Increase from 0.7!2M� must be explained by Nuclear Physics!

common feature of models that include the appearance of ‘exotic’
hadronic matter such as hyperons4,5 or kaon condensates3 at densities
of a few times the nuclear saturation density (ns), for example models
GS1 and GM3 in Fig. 3. Almost all such EOSs are ruled out by our
results. Our mass measurement does not rule out condensed quark
matter as a component of the neutron star interior6,21, but it strongly
constrains quark matter model parameters12. For the range of allowed
EOS lines presented in Fig. 3, typical values for the physical parameters
of J1614-2230 are a central baryondensity of between 2ns and 5ns and a
radius of between 11 and 15 km, which is only 2–3 times the
Schwarzschild radius for a 1.97M[ star. It has been proposed that
the Tolman VII EOS-independent analytic solution of Einstein’s
equations marks an upper limit on the ultimate density of observable
cold matter22. If this argument is correct, it follows that our mass mea-
surement sets an upper limit on this maximum density of
(3.746 0.15)3 1015 g cm23, or ,10ns.
Evolutionary models resulting in companion masses.0.4M[ gen-

erally predict that the neutron star accretes only a few hundredths of a
solar mass of material, and result in a mildly recycled pulsar23, that is
one with a spin period.8ms. A few models resulting in orbital para-
meters similar to those of J1614-223023,24 predict that the neutron star
could accrete up to 0.2M[, which is still significantly less than the
>0.6M[ needed to bring a neutron star formed at 1.4M[ up to the
observed mass of J1614-2230. A possible explanation is that some
neutron stars are formed massive (,1.9M[). Alternatively, the trans-
fer of mass from the companion may be more efficient than current
models predict. This suggests that systems with shorter initial orbital
periods and lower companion masses—those that produce the vast
majority of the fully recycled millisecond pulsar population23—may
experience even greater amounts of mass transfer. In either case, our
mass measurement for J1614-2230 suggests that many other milli-
second pulsars may also have masses much greater than 1.4M[.
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Figure 3 | Neutron star mass–radius diagram. The plot shows non-rotating
mass versus physical radius for several typical EOSs27: blue, nucleons; pink,
nucleons plus exoticmatter; green, strange quarkmatter. The horizontal bands
show the observational constraint from our J1614-2230 mass measurement of
(1.976 0.04)M[, similar measurements for two other millisecond pulsars8,28

and the range of observed masses for double neutron star binaries2. Any EOS
line that does not intersect the J1614-2230 band is ruled out by this
measurement. In particular, most EOS curves involving exotic matter, such as
kaon condensates or hyperons, tend to predict maximum masses well below
2.0M[ and are therefore ruled out. Including the effect of neutron star rotation
increases themaximum possiblemass for each EOS. For a 3.15-ms spin period,
this is a=2% correction29 and does not significantly alter our conclusions. The
grey regions show parameter space that is ruled out by other theoretical or
observational constraints2. GR, general relativity; P, spin period.
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Heaven and Earth 
Laboratory Constraints on the EOS
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Laboratory experiments constrain the EOS of pure  
neutron matter around saturation density: PPNM=L

Although a fundamental parameter of the EOS, L is not 
a physical observable — yet is strongly correlated to one: 
   the neutron-rich skin of a heavy nucleus such as 208Pb

Parity-violating elastic electron scattering is the cleanest 
experimental tool to measure the neutron radius of lead



Electric Dipole Polarizability of  
Unstable Neutron-Rich Nuclei

Most stringent constraint on EOS of neutron-rich matter from nuclei  
with huge skins — preferably along long isotopic chains (e.g., tin)

relativistic Coulomb excitation code and adopting parame-
ters of their strength distribution from data systematics [1],
were subtracted from the Coulomb cross sections prior to
converting into photo-neutron cross sections. In the top
right panel, a photo-neutron spectrum of the heaviest stable
tin isotope, 124Sn, measured in a real-photon absorption
experiment [17] is shown for comparison. The differences
between stable and radioactive tin isotopes at excitation
energies around 10 MeV are evident.

In order to extract quantitative information, a Lorentzian
distribution of photo-neutron cross section was tentatively
adopted to account for the GDR and a Gaussian (or alter-
natively a Lorentzian) distribution for the apparent low-
lying component; below, for convenience, the latter is
denoted as PDR. The two distributions are then trans-
formed back to the energy-differential Coulomb cross
section, folded with the detector response, and their pa-
rameters are found by !2 minimization against the experi-
mental data. In this way, positions, widths, and integrated
cross sections of both the PDR and GDR peaks are found.
The results of this procedure are shown in Fig. 2. The low-
energy shoulder of the GDR distribution in part arises be-
cause of the rapidly increasing flux of virtual photons to-
wards lower energies, but in part is also of an instrumental
nature due to the limited reconstruction efficiency (see
above) for the two-neutron decay channel; the latter effect

forms about 15% of the cross section observed around the
PDR.

A summary of the deduced PDR and GDR parameters is
given in Table I; data for the most neutron-rich stable tin
isotope, 124Sn, taken from [18] are added for comparison.
Deduced parameters for the PDR and GDR peaks are
quoted, i.e., peak energy !Emax", width (FWHM) and the
integral over the photo-neutron cross section !R"#". The
parameters for the PDR did not change significantly if
adopting either a Gaussian or a Lorentzian distribution.
Because of the finite energy resolution, only an upper limit
for the PDR width could be deduced. The errors as quoted
in Table I include the correlations among all fitted parame-
ters. As far as the giant dipole resonance parameters are
concerned, within error bars no significant deviations from
those known for the stable tin isotopes or stable isotopes in
the same mass region [1,18] are observed. The essential
difference compared to the dipole strength distribution of
the stable isotopes is manifested in the appearance of a
low-lying component as already noticed. The integrated
PDR cross section corresponds to 7(3)% and 4(3)% of the
value of the Thomas-Reiche-Kuhn energy-weighted sum
rule (EWSR) for 130Sn and 132Sn, respectively. The respec-
tive B!E1" " values amount to 3.2 and 1:9 e2 fm2 or to 4.3
and 2.7 Weisskopf units (W.u.), the latter calculated for a
neutron transition (for the definition of W.u. adopted here
see [1]). Having in mind the well-known strong suppres-
sion, compared to the Weisskopf estimate, of E1 single-
particle transitions, such large B!E1" values indicate that
the observed low-lying strength is either composed out of a
large number of single-particle transitions in a rather nar-
row energy interval or involves a coherent superposition of
transitions forming a new collective mode.

It should be remembered that the dipole strength is
measured only above the one-neutron separation threshold,
and thus only part of the low-lying strength may be covered
in the present experiment. In fact, recent real-photon mea-
surements on stable N # 82 isotones [10] revealed a con-
centration of E1 strength in bound states below the neutron
threshold, spread over excitation energies between 5.5 and
8 MeV. The integrated strength exhausts, however, less
than 1% of the EWSR. Real-photon scattering experiments
to bound states of the stable isotopes 116;124Sn uncovered a
concentration of E1 strength around 6.5 MeV with B!E1"
values, however, of only 0.20 and 0:35 e2 fm2, respectively
[19]. The QRPA calculations by Tsoneva et al. [4], which

TABLE I. Summary of the parameters deduced for the PDR
and GDR peaks. The parameters for 124Sn are from [18].

PDR GDR
Emax

[MeV]
FWHM
[MeV]

R
"#

[mb MeV]
Emax

[MeV]
FWHM
[MeV]

R
"#

[mb MeV]

124Sn $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 15.3 4.8 2080
130Sn 10.1(7) <3:4 130(55) 15.9(5) 4.8(1.7) 2680(410)
132Sn 9.8(7) <2:5 75(57) 16.1(7) 4.7(2.1) 2330(590)

FIG. 2 (color online). Left panels: energy differential, with
respect to excitation energy E%, electromagnetic dissociation
cross sections measured in 130Sn and 132Sn. Arrows indicate
the neutron-separation thresholds. Corresponding right panels:
deduced photo-neutron cross sections. The curves represent
fitted Gaussian (blue dashed line) and Lorentzian (green dash-
dotted line) distributions, assigned to the PDR (centroid indi-
cated by an arrow) and GDR, respectively, and their sum (red
solid line), after folding with the detector response. Top right
panel: photo-neutron cross section in the stable 124Sn isotope
measured in a real-photon absorption experiment; the solid red
line represents a Lorentzian distribution [17].
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FIG. 3. Distribution of isovector dipole
strength for all neutron-even tin isotopes from
116Sn to 130Sn at a momentum transfer of q =
0.018 fm−1. All calculations include a small
artificial width of η = 0.5 MeV and use the
FSUGold parameter set [38].

of the nonspectral character of our calculation, particle-escape
widths are computed exactly within the model.

The large collective structure in the ω ∼ 15−16 MeV
region corresponds to the quintessential nuclear mode: the
isovector giant dipole resonance (GDR). For medium-to-heavy
nuclei, this collective vibration represents a coherent oscilla-
tion of all protons against all neutrons and is well-developed
along the whole isotopic chain [48,49]. As is characteristic
of these collective excitations, a large fraction of the energy-
weighted sum rule is exhausted by this one resonance. But not
all! The development of low-energy (ω ∼ 7−9 MeV) dipole
strength with increasing neutron number is clearly discerned
in Figs. 2 and 3. The progressive addition of “valence”
neutrons—those occupying the 1g7/2, 2d5/2, 2d3/2, 3s1/2, and
1h11/2 orbitals (in that precise order)—results in a well-
developed, albeit small, low-energy resonance. This oscillation
of the excess neutrons—the neutron skin—against the isospin-
symmetric core has been dubbed the PDR. In addition to
the full distribution of isovector dipole strength, some of its
moments have been tabulated in Table III. To do so, an ad
hoc division was made at 10 MeV—with the PDR comprising
the 5- to 10-MeV low-energy region and the GDR the 10- to
25-MeV high-energy region. Note that only PDR moments that
account for at least 1% of the energy-weighted sum rule are
tabulated.

We now turn to the first of the two questions posed
in the Introduction: is there a strong correlation between
the development of a neutron skin and the emergence of
low-energy isovector dipole strength in the tin isotopes? To
answer this question we have plotted in Fig. 4 the fraction of the
energy-weighted sum rule contained in the PDR relative to that
located in the GDR region [M1 ≡ m1(PDR)/m1(GDR)] as a
function of the neutron skin (Rn − Rp). The same information
may be found in tabular form in Tables I and III. Note that
for those light isotopes for which the neutron skin is negative,
M1 is (as expected) vanishingly small. Figure 4 displays a

strong (almost linear) correlation between M1 and Rn − Rp

for A ! 120. This lends support to the picture of the pygmy
dipole resonance as an oscillation of the excess neutrons
in the skin against the isospin-symmetric core. Yet as the
neutron skin continues to increase in going from 120Sn to
132Sn, a mild anticorrelation actually develops. To elucidate
these correlations it is useful to call on the single-particle (or
mean-field) response.

The mean-field (or single-particle) isovector dipole re-
sponse of both 120Sn and 132Sn are displayed on the left-hand
panel of Fig. 5. To resolve most individual particle-hole
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Fraction of the energy-weighted sum rule
contained in the low-energy region (5−10 MeV) relative to that in the
high-energy region (10−25 MeV) as a function of the neutron skin
of the various Sn-isotopes.
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FIG. 2. Distribution of isovector dipole
strength for all neutron-even tin isotopes from
100Sn to 114Sn at a momentum transfer of q =
0.018 fm−1. All calculations include a small
artificial width of η = 0.5 MeV and use the
FSUGold parameter set [38].

follows:

"αβ(x, y) =
∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iω(x0−y0)"αβ(x, y; ω). (5)

The isovector dipole response, denoted henceforth as
SL(q,ω), may now be extracted from the imaginary part of
a suitable polarization tensor. That is,

SL(q,ω) = − 1
π

#"00
33(q, q; ω), (6)

where the above labels refer to the isovector-timelike operator
of Eq. (4) and "00

33(q, q′; ω) denotes the Fourier transform
of "00

33(x, y; ω). Such an operator is capable of exciting all
natural-parity states. To isolate the isovector dipole response
one must project out the (J π = 1−; T = 1) component of the
polarization tensor. Thus, a transition operator of the following
form is used:

D̂0
1µ;3(q, r) = j1(qr)Y1µ(r̂)γ 0τ3 −→

(qr&1)

1
3qrY1µ(r̂)γ 0τ3. (7)

In the mean-field approximation the nuclear polarization
tensor may be written exclusively in terms of the nucleon
mean-field propagator GMF(x, y) as follows:

i"
αβ
MF(x, y) = Tr[)αGMF(x, y))βGMF(y, x)], (8)

where the nucleon propagator G
αβ
MF is defined, in analogy to

Eq. (2), as a time-ordered product of two nucleon fields

iG
αβ
MF(x, y) = 〈*0|T [ψα(x)ψ̄β(y)]|*0〉. (9)

What defines the mean-field propagator is the replacement
of the exact ground state of the system ,0 by its mean-
field approximation *0. In the mean-field approximation the
spectral content of the polarization tensor is both simple
and illuminating [47]. The polarization tensor is an analytic
function of the excitation energy ω—except for simple poles

located at the one-particle–one-hole excitations of the mean-
field system, with the residues at the individual poles yielding
the transition form-factors.

To build collectivity into the nuclear response, all single-
particle excitations of the same spin and parity must be mixed
via a residual particle-hole interaction. The collective response
of the system to an external perturbation is then obtained as a
solution of the following set of RPA (Dyson’s) equations [47]:

"
αβ
RPA(q, q′; ω) = "

αβ
MF(q, q′; ω) +

∫
d3k

(2π )3

d3k′

(2π )3

×"αλ
MF(q, k; ω)Vλσ (k, k′; ω)

×"
σβ
RPA(k′, q′; ω), (10)

where Vλσ (k, k′; ω) is the (momentum-space) residual
particle-hole interaction. It should be stressed that to preserve
important symmetries of the problem, the residual interaction
must be consistent with the interaction used to generate the
mean-field ground state [39,45]. Note that as certain symme-
tries of the infinite system are broken in the finite nucleus,
the above set of integral equations becomes a complicated
one. For example, the lack of translational invariance induces
the mixing between various Lorentz structures (e.g., timelike
and spacelike). Further, as the mean-field ground state is not
isospin symmetric, isoscalar and isovector modes will also get
mixed.

III. RESULTS

We start this section by displaying in Figs. 2 and 3 the
distribution of isovector dipole strength for various members of
the Sn-isotopic chain. (The distribution of strength in 132Sn is
shown in Fig. 7). In all cases the nuclear response is reported at
the small momentum transfer of q = 0.018 fm−1 and includes
a small artificial width of η = 0.5 MeV. An artificial width is
included to resolve individual bound-state transitions; because

044325-4



Electric Dipole Polarizability of  
Unstable Neutron-Rich Nuclei

Most stringent constraint on EOS of neutron-rich matter from nuclei  
with huge skins — preferably along long isotopic chains (e.g., tin)
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relativistic Coulomb excitation code and adopting parame-
ters of their strength distribution from data systematics [1],
were subtracted from the Coulomb cross sections prior to
converting into photo-neutron cross sections. In the top
right panel, a photo-neutron spectrum of the heaviest stable
tin isotope, 124Sn, measured in a real-photon absorption
experiment [17] is shown for comparison. The differences
between stable and radioactive tin isotopes at excitation
energies around 10 MeV are evident.

In order to extract quantitative information, a Lorentzian
distribution of photo-neutron cross section was tentatively
adopted to account for the GDR and a Gaussian (or alter-
natively a Lorentzian) distribution for the apparent low-
lying component; below, for convenience, the latter is
denoted as PDR. The two distributions are then trans-
formed back to the energy-differential Coulomb cross
section, folded with the detector response, and their pa-
rameters are found by !2 minimization against the experi-
mental data. In this way, positions, widths, and integrated
cross sections of both the PDR and GDR peaks are found.
The results of this procedure are shown in Fig. 2. The low-
energy shoulder of the GDR distribution in part arises be-
cause of the rapidly increasing flux of virtual photons to-
wards lower energies, but in part is also of an instrumental
nature due to the limited reconstruction efficiency (see
above) for the two-neutron decay channel; the latter effect

forms about 15% of the cross section observed around the
PDR.

A summary of the deduced PDR and GDR parameters is
given in Table I; data for the most neutron-rich stable tin
isotope, 124Sn, taken from [18] are added for comparison.
Deduced parameters for the PDR and GDR peaks are
quoted, i.e., peak energy !Emax", width (FWHM) and the
integral over the photo-neutron cross section !R"#". The
parameters for the PDR did not change significantly if
adopting either a Gaussian or a Lorentzian distribution.
Because of the finite energy resolution, only an upper limit
for the PDR width could be deduced. The errors as quoted
in Table I include the correlations among all fitted parame-
ters. As far as the giant dipole resonance parameters are
concerned, within error bars no significant deviations from
those known for the stable tin isotopes or stable isotopes in
the same mass region [1,18] are observed. The essential
difference compared to the dipole strength distribution of
the stable isotopes is manifested in the appearance of a
low-lying component as already noticed. The integrated
PDR cross section corresponds to 7(3)% and 4(3)% of the
value of the Thomas-Reiche-Kuhn energy-weighted sum
rule (EWSR) for 130Sn and 132Sn, respectively. The respec-
tive B!E1" " values amount to 3.2 and 1:9 e2 fm2 or to 4.3
and 2.7 Weisskopf units (W.u.), the latter calculated for a
neutron transition (for the definition of W.u. adopted here
see [1]). Having in mind the well-known strong suppres-
sion, compared to the Weisskopf estimate, of E1 single-
particle transitions, such large B!E1" values indicate that
the observed low-lying strength is either composed out of a
large number of single-particle transitions in a rather nar-
row energy interval or involves a coherent superposition of
transitions forming a new collective mode.

It should be remembered that the dipole strength is
measured only above the one-neutron separation threshold,
and thus only part of the low-lying strength may be covered
in the present experiment. In fact, recent real-photon mea-
surements on stable N # 82 isotones [10] revealed a con-
centration of E1 strength in bound states below the neutron
threshold, spread over excitation energies between 5.5 and
8 MeV. The integrated strength exhausts, however, less
than 1% of the EWSR. Real-photon scattering experiments
to bound states of the stable isotopes 116;124Sn uncovered a
concentration of E1 strength around 6.5 MeV with B!E1"
values, however, of only 0.20 and 0:35 e2 fm2, respectively
[19]. The QRPA calculations by Tsoneva et al. [4], which

TABLE I. Summary of the parameters deduced for the PDR
and GDR peaks. The parameters for 124Sn are from [18].

PDR GDR
Emax

[MeV]
FWHM
[MeV]

R
"#

[mb MeV]
Emax

[MeV]
FWHM
[MeV]

R
"#

[mb MeV]

124Sn $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 15.3 4.8 2080
130Sn 10.1(7) <3:4 130(55) 15.9(5) 4.8(1.7) 2680(410)
132Sn 9.8(7) <2:5 75(57) 16.1(7) 4.7(2.1) 2330(590)

FIG. 2 (color online). Left panels: energy differential, with
respect to excitation energy E%, electromagnetic dissociation
cross sections measured in 130Sn and 132Sn. Arrows indicate
the neutron-separation thresholds. Corresponding right panels:
deduced photo-neutron cross sections. The curves represent
fitted Gaussian (blue dashed line) and Lorentzian (green dash-
dotted line) distributions, assigned to the PDR (centroid indi-
cated by an arrow) and GDR, respectively, and their sum (red
solid line), after folding with the detector response. Top right
panel: photo-neutron cross section in the stable 124Sn isotope
measured in a real-photon absorption experiment; the solid red
line represents a Lorentzian distribution [17].
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The tidal polarizability 
measures the  “fluffiness”  

(or stiffness)of a neutron star 
against deformation. Very 
sensitive to stellar radius! 

Electric Polarizability:
Electric field induced a polarization of charge
A time dependent electric dipole emits  
electromagnetic waves: 
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low-spin case and (1.0, 0.7) in the high-spin case. Further
analysis is required to establish the uncertainties of these
tighter bounds, and a detailed studyof systematics is a subject
of ongoing work.
Preliminary comparisons with waveform models under

development [171,173–177] also suggest the post-
Newtonian model used will systematically overestimate
the value of the tidal deformabilities. Therefore, based on
our current understanding of the physics of neutron stars,
we consider the post-Newtonian results presented in this
Letter to be conservative upper limits on tidal deform-
ability. Refinements should be possible as our knowledge
and models improve.

V. IMPLICATIONS

A. Astrophysical rate

Our analyses identified GW170817 as the only BNS-
mass signal detected in O2 with a false alarm rate below
1=100 yr. Using a method derived from [27,178,179], and
assuming that the mass distribution of the components of
BNS systems is flat between 1 and 2 M⊙ and their
dimensionless spins are below 0.4, we are able to infer
the local coalescence rate density R of BNS systems.
Incorporating the upper limit of 12600 Gpc−3 yr−1 from O1
as a prior, R ¼ 1540þ3200

−1220 Gpc−3 yr−1. Our findings are

consistent with the rate inferred from observations of
galactic BNS systems [19,20,155,180].
From this inferred rate, the stochastic background of

gravitational wave s produced by unresolved BNS mergers
throughout the history of the Universe should be compa-
rable in magnitude to the stochastic background produced
by BBH mergers [181,182]. As the advanced detector
network improves in sensitivity in the coming years, the
total stochastic background from BNS and BBH mergers
should be detectable [183].

B. Remnant

Binary neutron star mergers may result in a short- or long-
lived neutron star remnant that could emit gravitational
waves following the merger [184–190]. The ringdown of
a black hole formed after the coalescence could also produce
gravitational waves, at frequencies around 6 kHz, but the
reduced interferometer response at high frequencies makes
their observation unfeasible. Consequently, searches have
been made for short (tens of ms) and intermediate duration
(≤ 500 s) gravitational-wave signals from a neutron star
remnant at frequencies up to 4 kHz [75,191,192]. For the
latter, the data examined start at the time of the coalescence
and extend to the end of the observing run on August 25,
2017. With the time scales and methods considered so far
[193], there is no evidence of a postmerger signal of

FIG. 5. Probability density for the tidal deformability parameters of the high and low mass components inferred from the detected
signals using the post-Newtonian model. Contours enclosing 90% and 50% of the probability density are overlaid (dashed lines). The
diagonal dashed line indicates the Λ1 ¼ Λ2 boundary. The Λ1 and Λ2 parameters characterize the size of the tidally induced mass
deformations of each star and are proportional to k2ðR=mÞ5. Constraints are shown for the high-spin scenario jχj ≤ 0.89 (left panel) and
for the low-spin jχj ≤ 0.05 (right panel). As a comparison, we plot predictions for tidal deformability given by a set of representative
equations of state [156–160] (shaded filled regions), with labels following [161], all of which support stars of 2.01M⊙. Under the
assumption that both components are neutron stars, we apply the function ΛðmÞ prescribed by that equation of state to the 90% most
probable region of the component mass posterior distributions shown in Fig. 4. EOS that produce less compact stars, such as MS1 and
MS1b, predict Λ values outside our 90% contour.
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rules out very large  
neutron star radii! 

Neutron Stars 
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